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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2-5 are objected to because of the following informalities: After the claim 
amendments, the claims read "an printing". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. In claim 5, it is discussed that the 
system establishes a communication means that is common to at least one known model of the 
identified manufacturer of the printing device. However, the claim recites that the identification 
of the manufacturer and model are unsuccessful. Therefore, it seems not to be possible to 
establish a communication means specific to a known model. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Alsop (U.S. 
6,795,829) in view of Richman (U.S. 6,003,097) in further view of Thorne (U.S. 5,832,191). 

As per claim 1, Alsop teaches a method of monitoring a printing device connected to a 
network by a monitoring device, comprising: realizing a location of the printing device within 
the network (column 3, lines 6-16, 43-44); updating in a first database the location of the printing 
device (5; 52-58); querying the printing device for an identity of a manufacturer of the printing 
device (7; 35-37); updating in the first database the manufacturer of the printing device, if the 
querying for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device is successful (7; 42-53; where 
the updating manufacturer info necessitates success of its obtainment); and updating in the first 
database the identity of the serial number of the printing device, if the query for the identity of 
the serial number of the printing device is successful (7; 42-53). Alsop does not specifically 
teach the querying the system for the identity of a model of a printing device using manufacturer 
data. Richman teaches the querying of a manufacturer, and given that it is successful, the 
querying of the model takes place; merging information from the device and information 
previously stored in the first database, with the obtained information having a higher precedent 
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(column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, 
line 16; where the obtainment of the model takes place after the obtainment of the manufacturer, 
and if the model querying is not successful, a compatible manufacturer configuration is used, and 
whichever information is obtained from the device, that information has priority). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include obtaining 
model information as taught by Richman in the system of Alsop. The motivation for doing so 
lies in the fact that adding specific model information would allow for a more specific driver to 
be used to configure the device, which leads to further system efficiency. Both inventions are 
from the same field of endeavor, namely the configuration of peripheral devices. Alsop- 
Richman teaches the use of the database information to configure the peripheral printers, which 
may include the establishing of a communication method, but does not specifically teach the 
establishment of communication means for the printing device. Thorne teaches the 
establishment of communication means for the printers (Abstract). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to specifically include the 
configuration of communication for the printers as taught by Thorne in the system of Alsop- 
Richman. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that the specific inclusion of 
communication would have to exist for the invention to have utility. All systems are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely the configuration of peripheral devices. Alsop-Richman-Thorne 
does not specifically teach that the updated information is sent to another monitoring device 
through email. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to transfer database information between devices, so as to efficiently scale devices that 
are being used by other systems, so that they may enjoy the updated information without needing 
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to repeat the process of querying. The concept of transferring configuration criteria is a well- 
known concept in the art. 

As per claim 2, Alsop-Richman-Thorne further teaches that the querying of the printing 
device for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device is successful and the querying 
of the device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means comprises 
establishing a printing communication means that is common to all devices manufactured by the 
manufacturer of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 
37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; 
Richman: 6; 1-10). 

As per claim 3, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the 
querying of the printing device for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the printing device for the identity of the model of the printing 
device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means comprises 
establishing a printing communication means that is common to all devices (Alsop: 7; 42-53; 
Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - 
column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10). 

As per claim 4, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the 
querying of the printing device for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the printing device for the identity of the model of the printing 
device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means comprises 
establishing a printing communication means that is common to at least one manufacturer of 
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printing devices (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 
38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10). 

As per claim 5, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the 
querying of the printing device for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the printing device for the identity of the model of the printing 
device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means comprises 
establishing a printing communication means that is common to at least one known model 
(Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; 
column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10). 

As per claim 6, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step 
of querying the printing device for the identity of the model of the printing device utilizes the 
identity of the manufacturer of the printing device to query the printing device with model 
identification codes that are particular to the manufacturer of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42- 
53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 
- column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 7, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, further 
comprising querying the printing device for the unique identification of the printing device prior 
to the step of querying the printing device for the identity of the manufacturer of the printing 
device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 
10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 8, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the 
unique identification of the printing device is a unique sequence of data designated to the 
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printing device by the manufacturer of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 
6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; 
Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 9, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the step 
of updating in the first database the location of the printing device includes updating the unique 
identification of the printing device in the first database (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, 
lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; 
Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 10, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
printing device is queried using SNMP (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; 
column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: 
Abstract). 

As per claim 1 1, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step 
of realizing the location of the printing device comprises automatically detecting that the printing 
device is electrically coupled to the controlling device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, 
lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; 
Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 12, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step 
of realizing the location of the printing device is accomplished by an input by a user (Alsop: 7; 
42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1.-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 
64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 
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As per claim 13, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
monitoring device and the printing device are networked computer devices coupled to one 
another by a network (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - 
column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 14, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the 
step of realizing the location of the printing device comprises detecting, by the monitoring 
device, that the network location of the printing device has changed (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: 
column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, 
line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 15, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the 
location of the printing device is a network location of the printing device on the network (Alsop: 
7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, 
line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 16, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the 
network location of the printing device is an Internet address (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: 
column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, 
line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 17, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, but does not 
specifically teach the accessing of the database by an interface independent of the database file 
format. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include this limitation, as it is well known in the art. The motivation for doing so lies in the 
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fact that having multiple interface types being able to access database files would allow the 
invention to be more diverse and versatile, such that it becomes functional for many interfaces. 

As per claim 18, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 17, but does not 
specifically teach the employment of the ODBC standard. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this component, as it is well known 
in the art. The ODBC standard is one to which many databases meet. 

As per claim 19, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 1, wherein at least 

♦ 

a portion of the first database is duplicated on a second database (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: 
column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, 
line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

As per claim 20, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 19, but does not 
specifically teach the communication between databases being executed by email. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this 
functionality, as Alsop-Richman-Thorne allows for the use of any type of network 
communications, thus allowing for email. 

As per claim 21, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches the method of claim 20, but does not 
specifically teach the use of SMTP to transmit the email. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to include this functionality, since most email 
transfers involve the use of SMTP, and is thus very well known. 

As per claim 22, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches a monitoring device for monitoring an 
image forming device connected to a network, the monitoring device configured to: realize a 
location of a printing device within the network; update in a database the location of the printing 
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device; query the printing device for an identity of the manufacturer of the printing device; 
updating in the database the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device, if the controlling 
device is able to obtain the identity of the manufacturer of the printing device; query the printing 
device, utilizing the identity of the manufacturer, for an identity of the model of the printing 
device if the controlling device is able to obtain the identity of the manufacturer of the printing 
device; update in the database the identity of the model of the printing device, if the controlling 
device is able to obtain the identity of the model of the printing device; and establish a 
communication means for the printing device according to information stored in the database; 
merging information obtained from the printing device and information previously stored in the 
first database, with the obtained information having a higher precedent; and sending the merged 
information to a second monitoring device via internet electronic mail (Alsop: 7; 42-53; 
Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - 
column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract). 

Claim 23 is rejected under Alsop-Richman-Thorne on the same basis as claim 1, as claim 
23 recites similar limitations to those of claim 1. 

As per claim 24, Alsop-Richman-Thorne teaches a method for a monitoring device to 
establish a communication means for a printing device, comprising: querying the printing device 
for an identity of a manufacturer and the identity of the model of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 
42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 
64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10); establishing a communication 
means for the printing device using a communication means that is common to all printing 
devices of the manufacturer of the printing device if the querying of the printing device did not 
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identify either the manufacturer and the model of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: 
column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, 
line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10); establishing a communication means for the 
printing device using a communication means that is common to all printing devices of the 
manufacturer of the printing device if the querying of the printing device identified the 
manufacturer of the printing device and the querying of the printing device did not identify the 
model of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 
59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 
6; 1-10); and establishing a communication means for the printing device using a communication 
means that is particular to the model of the printing device if the querying of the printing device 
identified both the manufacturer and the model of the printing device (Alsop: 7; 42-53; 
Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - 
column 51, line 16; Thorne: Abstract; Richman: 6; 1-10). 

Claims 25 and 26 are rejected on the same basis as claim 24, as the instant claims 
disclose limitations similar to those of claim 24. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on August 24, 2006 have fully been considered, and are 
respectfully traversed by the new grounds of rejection set forth above. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is 571/272-3881. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571/272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tanim Hossain 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 
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